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Christina M. Cameron [SBN 256843] 
DEVANEY PATE MORRIS & CAMERON LLP 
402 West Broadway, Ste. 1300 
San Diego, CA 92101 FILED 
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County of Los Angeles 


fs - FAX NO. (Optional): 
TELEPHONE nO: (619) 354-5030 (Optional) 11/04/2022 
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional: Ccameron@dpmclaw.com del 
ATTORNEY FOR (Name): Defendant Los Angeles Chinatown Business Council Shemi A Garter, Emecutwe Officer! Cark af Capri 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES y: J. De Luna Deputy 


STREET ADDRESS: 111 N. Hill Street 

MAILING ADDRESS: 111 N. Hill Street 

CITY AND ZIP CODE: LOS Angeles, CA 90012 
BRANCHNAME: Stanley Mosk Courthouse 


HEARING DATE: November 3, 2022 


ORDER GRANTING ATTORNEY’S DEPT: 85 TME: 9:30 a.m. 


MOTION TO BE RELIEVED AS COUNSEL—CIVIL peroreHon.: James C. Chalfant 
DATE ACTION FILED: 01/14/22 


TRIAL DATE: 02/26/23 
1. The motion of (name of attorney): Christina M. Cameron 


to be relieved as counsel of record for (name of client): Los Angeles Chinatown Business Council 
a party to this action or proceeding, came on regularly for hearing at the date, time, and place indicated above. 


2. The following persons were present at the hearing: 
Christina M. Cameron and Tasha Hill 


FINDINGS 
3. Attorney has 


a L] personally served the client with papers in support of this motion. 
b. served client by mail and submitted a declaration establishing that the service requirements of California Rules of Court, 
rule 3.1362, have been satisfied. **Client served via mail AND email with all CRC 3.1362 documents. 


4. Attorney has shown sufficient reasons why the motion to be relieved as counsel should be granted and why the attorney has brought 
a motion under Code of Civil Procedure section 284(2) instead of filing a consent under section 284(1). 


ORDER 
5. Attorney is relieved as counsel of record for client 
a. effective upon the filing of the proof of service of this signed order upon the client. 
b. L__] effective on (specify date): 
6. The clients [_] current last known address and telephone number: c/o George Yu at: 
1) 1248 Orange Grove Avenue, South Pasadena, CA 91030; (213) 680-0243; geoyu28(Waol.com 
2) 727 North Broadway, Los Angeles, CA 90012; (213) 680-0243; geoyu28(Waol.com 


If the client's current address is known, service on the client must hereafter be made at that address unless otherwise ordered in item 
13. If the current address is not known, service must be made according to Code of Civil Procedure section 1011 (b) and rule 3.252 of 
the California Rules of Court. 


7. a. The next scheduled hearing in this action or proceeding is set for (date, time, and place): 
02/16/23 at 9:30 a.m., LASC, 111 North Hill St., Los Angeles, CA 90012; Judge Chalfant; D-85 
b. The hearing will concern (subject matter): 
Hearing on Petition for Writ of Mandate 


NOTICE TO CLIENT 
You or your new attorney, if any, must prepare for and attend this hearing. dal 
Form Adopted for Mandatory Use ORDER GRANTING ATTORNEY’S Code of Civil Proedure., § 284; 


Judicial Council of California Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.1362 


MC-053 [Rev. January 1, 2007] MOTION TO BE RELIEVED AS COUNSEL—CIVIL www.courtinfo.ca.gov 


MC-053 


CASE NAME: 


CASE NUMBER: 


Los Angeles Sunshine Coalition v. Los Angeles Chinatown Bus. Council 22STCP00172 


8. The following additional hearings and other proceedings (including discovery matters) are set in this action (describe the date, 
time, place, and subject matter of each): 


9. The trial in this action or proceeding: 
a. L_] is not yet set. 
b. is set for (specify date, time, and place): 


02/16/23 9:30 a.m., LASC Dept. 85, 111 North Hill Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 


10. Client is hereby notified of the following effects this order may have upon parties. 


NOTICE TO CLIENT 


Your present attorney will no longer be representing you. You may not in most cases represent yourself if you are 
one of the parties on the following list: 


«- A guardian + A personal representative + A guardian ad litem 
« A conservator + A probate fiduciary « An unincorporated association 
« Atrustee « A corporation 


If you are one of these parties, YOU SHOULD IMMEDIATELY SEEK LEGAL ADVICE REGARDING LEGAL 
REPRESENTATION. Failure to retain an attorney may lead to an order striking the pleadings or to the entry of a 
default judgment. 


11. Client is notified that, if the client will be representing himself or herself, the client shall be solely responsible for the case. 


NOTICE TO CLIENT WHO WILL BE UNREPRESENTED 
You will not have an attorney representing you. You may wish to seek legal assistance. If you do not have a new 
attorney to represent you in this action or proceeding, and you are legally permitted to do so, you will be 
representing yourself. It will be your responsibility to comply with all court rules and applicable laws. If you fail to 
do so, or fail to appear at hearings, action may be taken against you. You may lose your case. 


12. Client is notified that it is the client's duty to keep the court informed at all times of the client's current address. 


NOTICE TO CLIENT WHO WILL BE UNREPRESENTED 
The court needs to know how to contact you. If you do not keep the court and other parties informed of your current 
address and telephone number, they will not be able to send you notices of actions that may affect you, including 
actions that may adversely affect your interests or result in your losing the case. 


13. The court further orders (specify): 
See attached tentative ruling (Exhibit B) which became the order of the Court. 


Date: 11/04/2022 SER James ©. Chalfant / Judge 
JUDGE OR JUDICIAL OFFICER 
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DEPARTMENT 85 LAW AND MOTION RULINGS 


Case Number: 22STCP00172 Hearing Date: November 3, 2022 Dept: 85 


Los Angeles Sunshine Coalition v. Los Angeles Chinatown Business Council, 225TCP00172 


Tentative decision on motion to be relieved as counsel: granted 


Christina M. Cameron, Esq. (“Cameron”) moves for an order relieving her as counsel for Respondent Los Angeles 
Chinatown Business Council (“Chinatown”). 


The court has read and considered the moving papers (no opposition was filed) and renders the following tentative 
decision. 


A. Statement of the Case 
1. Petition 


Petitioner Los Angeles Sunshine Coalition (“Sunshine”) commenced this proceeding on January 14, 2022, alleging 
a cause of action for traditional mandamus under the California Public Records Act (“CPRA’”). 


The verified Petition alleges that Sunshine made CPRA requests to Chinatown on July 28 and August 3, 2019 for 
different communications between 2017 and 2019. Each time, in violation of Government Code (“Govt. Code”) sections 
6252(e) and 6253(a)-(c), Chinatown did not respond within ten days of the request with a determination of whether it had 
responsive documents. It also failed to make responsive documents promptly available. Both times, Sunshine sent follow- 
up requests and Chinatown still did not respond. 


Sunshine seeks (1) a writ of mandate that compels Chinatown make all requested documents available for 
inspection and provide a quote for direct costs of duplication; and (2) attorney’s fees and costs. 


2. Course of Proceedings 


On February 9, 2022, Sunshine served Chinatown with the Petition and summons by mail, effective February 19, 
2022. 


On April 25, 2022, Sunshine applied for an order directing service of the Petition and summons to the Secretary of 
State. As part of this application, counsel for Sunshine reported that Chinatown never signed a notice of acknowledgement 
of receipt of service of the Petition and summons. 


On April 26, 2022, the court ordered that Sunshine exhaust its ability to serve Chinatown with the Petition and 
summons by personal or substitute service. 


On April 29, 2022, the court rejected the April 25 application for an order directing service of the Petition and 
summons to the Secretary of State. 


On June 6, 2022, Sunshine filed a new application for an order directing service of the Petition and summons to the 
Secretary of State in Department 26. 


On June 26, 2022, Sunshine personally served Chinatown with the Petition and summons. 


On August 18, 2022, Chinatown filed its Answer. 
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On September 13, 2022, Cameron filed this motion to be relieved as Chinatown’s counsel and served it on 
Chinatown by mail and email. 


B. Applicable Law 


The attorney in an action or special proceeding may be changed at any time before or after judgment or final 
determination upon the order of the court, upon the application of either client or attorney, after notice from one to the 
other. CCP 8284(2). The court's power to permit withdrawal of an attorney rests within its sound discretion. Jones v. 
Green, (1946) 74 Cal.App.2d 223. 


A notice of motion and motion to be relieved as counsel under CCP 8284(2) shall be directed to the client and shall 
be made on the Notice of Motion and Motion to Be Relieved as Counsel-Civil form (MC-051). CRC 3.1362(a). No 
memorandum is required for the motion. CRC 3.1362(b). The motion shall be accompanied by a declaration stating in 
general terms, without compromising the confidentiality of the attorney-client relationship, why a motion under CCP section 
284(2) is brought instead of filing a consent under CCP §284(1). CRC 3.1362(c). If the motion is served by mail, it shall be 
accompanied by a declaration stating facts showing either (1) the service address is the current residence of business 
address of the client or (2) the service address is the last known residence or business address of the client and the 
attorney has been unable to locate a more current address after making reasonable efforts to do so within 30 days prior to 
filing the motion. CRC 3.1362(d). 


The motion may be brought on various grounds, some of which include the failure of the client to pay attorney fees 
(People v. Prince, (1968) 268 Cal.App.2d 398, 406), the client insisting on an action that is not justified under existing law 
or by good faith argument (Estate of Falco v. Decker, (1987) 188 Cal.App.3d 1004, 1015), and a conflict of interest (Aceves 
v. Superior Court, (1996) 51 Cal.App.4th 584, 592). Where an attorney’s withdrawal can be accomplished without undue 
prejudice to his or her client’s interests, no showing of “good cause” for the withdrawal is necessary. Ramirez v. 
Sturdevant, (1994) 21 Cal.App.4th 904, 915. 


Counsel must also prepare a proposed order relieving counsel on the Order Granting Attorney's Motion to Be 
Relieved as Counsel-Civil (MC-053). CRC 3.1362(e). The order must specify all hearing dates scheduled in the action or 
proceeding, including the date of trial, if known. CRC 3.1362(e). If no hearing date is presently scheduled, the court may 
set one and specify the date in the order. After the order is signed, a copy of the signed order must be served on the client 
and on all parties that have appeared in the case. CRC 3.1362(e). The court may delay the effective date of the order 
relieving counsel until proof of service of a copy of the signed order on the client has been filed with the court. CRC 
3.1362(e). 


C. Statement of Facts 


Chinatown’s Statement of Information lists George Yu (“Yu”) as its Chief Executive Officer, Secretary, Chief 
Financial Officer, and agent for service of process. Cameron Decl., Ex. B. Cameron has tried and failed to identify other 
corporate officers. Cameron Decl. 


On September 2, 2022, Cameron notified Yu via letter that counsel had not been able to contact him since August 
5. Cameron Decl., Ex. A. Yu did not respond to phone calls, emails, and texts from August 5 and 11 asking about the 
status of Chinatown’s search for records. Cameron Decl.. 


Sunshine sent an updated settlement offer on August 15 that extended the time to turn over requested records to 
August 25. Cameron Decl., Ex. A. This offer required an indication of interest by August 17. Ex. A. Cameron sent two 
emails on August 15 that warned Yu that he needed to reply soon, as well as follow-up emails and phone calls through 
August 17. Ex. A. Yu never responded. Ex. A. 


On August 18, 2022, Cameron sent Yu another email with the Answer she just had filed. Ex. A. The email also 
explained that she had requested an extension from Sunshine to respond to its settlement offer. Ex. A. 


On August 23, 2022, Cameron's associate, Lesley lonescu, Esq. (“Ionescu”) sent Yu an email that explained that 
Sunshine had granted an extension to respond to its settlement offer by August 29. Ex. A. The email also informed Yu of a 
trial setting conference on September 15 should the case not settle by then. Ex. A. 


lonescu and Cameron both sent additional emails and voicemails on August 29, 2022, and received no response. 
Ex. A. Cameron’s messages warned Yu that she would have to withdraw as Chinatown’s counsel if Yu did not 
communicate with her. Ex. A. The September 2 letter repeated this point. Ex. A. 


Yu’s failure to communicate has negatively impacted counsel's ability to represent Chinatown and its interests. Ex. A. 
Cameron therefore had to assume Chinatown no longer wanted counsel to represent it in this matter. Cameron Decl. 
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Cameron warned Yu that if he did not respond by September 14, Cameron would advise the court of counsel’s intent to file 
a motion requesting to withdraw as counsel. Ex. A. 


D. Analysis 


Cameron filed her motion to be relieved as counsel, and her declaration in support thereof, on the appropriate 
Judicial Council forms. Cameron moves to withdraw on the ground that Chinatown has failed to communicate with counsel 
since August 5, 2022. This has harmed Cameron’s ability to provide effective counsel. This is especially important when, 
as here, a settlement offer required a quick response time that counsel could not give without the client’s instructions. 
Cameron Decl., Ex. A. 


Cameron’s reasons for withdrawing are irrelevant in the absence of undue prejudice. A trial date is set for February 
16, 2023 and Chinatown’s opposition brief is not due until January 5, 2023. Chinatown therefore still will have two months 


to find new counsel and draft the opposition to an opening brief that it will not receive until November 16, 2023. There is no 
prejudice to Chinatown from Cameron’s withdrawal. 


E. Conclusion 


The motion to withdraw is granted, effective upon filing of a proposed order on form MC-053 and service of the 
signed order upon Chinatown. 
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DEVANEY PATE MORRIS & CAMERON LLP 

Christina M. Cameron, Essq. (SBN 356843) 
ccameron@dpmclaw.com 

Lesley A. Ionescu, Esq. (SBN 304615) 
lionescu@dpmclaw.com 

402 W. Broadway, Suite 1300 

San Diego, CA 92101-3504 

Telephone: (619) 354-5030 

Facsimile: (619) 354-5035 


Attorneys for Defendant LOS ANGELES 
CHINATOWN BUSINESS COUNCIL 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


LOS ANGELES SUNSHINE COALITION, | Case No.: 22STCP00172 
Dept.: 85 
Petitioner, 
V. PROOF OF SERVICE 
LOS ANGELES CHINATOWN 
BUSINESS COUNCIL, Case Filed: January 14, 2022 
Trial Date: Not set. 
Respondent. 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 


Los Angeles Sunshine Coalition v. Los Angeles Chinatown Business Council 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA — LOS ANGELES 
Case No.: 22STCP00172 


I, the undersigned, declare: That I am, and was at the time of service of the papers herein 
referred to, over the age of eighteen years, and not a party to the action; and I am employed in 
the County of San Diego, California. My business address is 402 West Broadway, Ste. 1300, 
San Diego, California 92101-8700. 


On November 10, 2022, at San Diego, California, I served the following document(s) 
described as: ORDER GRANTING ATTORNEY’S MOTION TO BE RELIEVED AS 
COUNSEL on the parties in said action by placing a true copy thereof in a separate sealed 
envelope for each addressee named hereafter, addressed to each such addressee respectively as 
stated on the attached service list, which reflects the address last given by each such addressee 
on any document filed in the action and served on this office. 


SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST 


x BY E-MAIL OR ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION: I caused the document(s) to be 
sent from e-mail address mlee@dpmclaw.com to the persons at the e-mail addresses 
listed in the Service List. I did not receive, within a reasonable time after the 
transmission, any electronic message or other indication that the transmission was 
unsuccessful. 


O BY E-FILE/E-SERVICE: by submitting an electronic version of the document(s) TO 
One Legal, LLC, through the user interface at www.onelegal.com. the act of electronic 
filing is evidence that the party agrees to accept service at the electronic service address 
the party has furnished to the court under Rule 2.256(a)(4). A true and correct copy of 
the e-filed document(s) is attached. 


ADDITIONALLY BY MAIL ONLY AS TO RESPONDENT LOS ANGELES 
CHINATOWN BUSINESS COUNCIL 


X BY MAIL: I am readily familiar with our business practice for collecting, processing 
and mailing correspondence and pleadings with the United States Postal Service. Such 
correspondence and pleadings are deposited with the United States Postal Service on the 
same day that they are placed for mailing in the ordinary course of business. I sealed 
each envelope and, with the postage thereon fully prepaid, placed it for mailing in accord 
with our business' practice. (C.C.P. § 1013(a) and (b)) 


x STATE COURT: I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of 
California that the above is true and correct. 


Executed on November 10, 2022, at San Diego, California. 


/ Wae C Lae 


Michelle C. Lee u 
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TASHA ALYSSA HILL, SBN 301865 
The Hill Law Firm 

5132 York Blvd., #50681 

Los Angeles, CA 90042 

424-282-3836 
tashahilllaw@gmail.com 


MAYA HYLTON GARZA, SBN 334065 
Law Office of Maya Hylton Garza 

1751 Colorado Blvd, #398 

Los Angeles, CA 90041 

Tel: 323-366-0551 
maya@hyltongarzalaw.com 


Los Angeles Chinatown Business Council 
c/o George Yu 

727 North Broadway, Ste. 208 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 
geoyu28@aol.com 


Los Angeles Chinatown Business Council 
c/o George Yu 

1248 Orange Grove Avenue 

Pasadena, CA 91030 

geoyu28@aol.com 


SERVICE LIST 


Attorneys for PETITIONER 


Attorneys for PETITIONER 


Respondent 


